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It would be necessary specially to guard
against one misconception. It may be thought
that the creation of a court with vague authority
to enforce the constitution might lead to at-
tempts by private individuals to utilise the
Court for actions against the states. The
power of constitutional interpretation is not a
general power. It is merely the authority to
declare whether a particular law does or does
not transgress the limits set to the law-making
authority. Such a decision can only be given
when the authority of the court is invoked to
enforce that law. Therefore this power does
not give to the Federal Court the right to enter-
tain suits by private individuals against a state
or a ruler alleged to have transgressed legiti-
mate authority. As between the constituent
states themselves and between the Central
Government and the states, however, the
Supreme Court would adjudicate by virtue of
its special powers. But action by an individual
against a state in an external court would
clearly be inconsistent with the sovereignty of
that state. This must be rendered impossible
by constitutional provision. The American
Federal Court did attempt to exercise such
authority, and in the well-known case of